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freedom 


Under a Government which 
imprisions any unjustly, the 
true place for a just man is 
also prison. 
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Price Threepence 


WHO SHALL CONTROL THE UNIONS? 


SIGNIFICANCE OF THE nOKNER-LAWTHER CLASH 

T HE struggle between Will Lawther and Arthur Horner is not an 
isolated affair, much less a merely personal quarrel; it repre¬ 
sents a fundamental clash between the Labour Party and the Com¬ 
munists which extends to all unions and even into the international 
sphere, Lawther and Horner are personally friendly to each other; 
w hat is more, their industrial policy has been almost indistinguishable 
in the past, so much so that Lawther has often been regarded as a 
fellow traveller. The issue that divides them now may seem to he 
one of policy, hut it is actually a question of who is to he boss— 
not Lawther or Horner in the miners’ union, but Labour Party or 
Communists in the Trade Union movement. 

It would be very interesting to know which side initiated the 
showdown; Horner’s and Lawther’s statements shed no real light 
on this question, and are to be taken as seriously as any other political 
polemical gambits. At the time of writing this, the General Council 
of the T,U.C, is about to meet (Wednesday, 27/10/48), and the 
Executive of the Mineworkers’ Union the following day—after this 
issue of Freedom will have gone to press. This article, therefore, 
will have to confine itself to generalities, to surveying the position 
as a whole. Actually the perspective thus gained will probably 
prove more useful than the details of the controversy which will only 
he available after the union meetings. 


Political Control of the 
Unions 

The substance of the Mine- 
workers’ Union Executive’s com¬ 
plaint against Horner is that he 
has used his position as secretary 
to further the views of the Com¬ 
munist Party rather than those of 
the Mineworkers 1 Union as a 
whole. For what it is worth 
there seems to be undoubted sub¬ 
stance in this charge. But what 
about the Labour Party Trade 
Union leaders? Do they not use 
their union positions to advance 
the political ends of the social 
democrats? Of course, since the 
Labour Parly have a majority of 
posts in trade union officialdom, 
the policy they carry out has an 
air of democracy about it be¬ 
cause if is endorsed by the 
various executives involved. But 
they no more carry out the views 
of I he rank and file than the 
Communists do. Instances are 
the acceptance of such measures 
as the Essential Works Order 
during the war, the No-Strike 
agreement (with the hosses, not 
the men h the endorsement of the 
government’s wage pegging pro* 
portals, and so on. If Homer is 
found formally guilty, he will he 
judged by his fellow offenders. 

For, of course, the truth is 
that the whole of the structure of 
the unions is designed for their 
use in political ends. If they 
were controlled from below by 
the workers themselves this 
would be impossible, bur their 
strongly centralized structure, 
with the hierarchy of officials 
makes them far more a weapon 
in the hands of political parties 


MORE WORLD CITIZENS 

A group of ten Berliners held u meet¬ 
ing in the British sector yesterday to dis¬ 
cuss the possibility of emulating the ax- 
ample of the American Garry Da via and 
becoming “world citizens’*, they in¬ 
cluded four journalists, several authors, 
and the proprietor of a dress shop. They 
had received information that three 
Germans from Bad Nauheim, rn the 
American mnc 3 had already written to 
Mr. Davis for "world passports", The 
ten have therefore drafted a similar 
letter of application and are in high hopes 
of exchanging their German nationality 
for a loftier ideal of universal citizenship. 

M an ah cs ter G uardiart t 12 / 10 / 48 . 


than one to he wielded by the 
workers. 

Whatever the apparent ground* for 
the present showdown, the real issue is 
that the Labour Party members do not 
object to political control of the unions 
in itself, they only dislike it when 
other parties acquire partial control. 
The whole position is implicit in the 
remark of W. J. Brown, himself a 
union official of lonfi standing, in an 
article on the Lnwther-Horner dispute 
in the Evening Standard (21/10/48). 
Mr- Brown writes: “Long ago the Com¬ 
munists saw clearly that their hope of 
success I ay not in converting the masses 
to Communism, but in penetrating, 
capturing and subverting the existing 
organs of society. And of all those 
organs the trade unions were easily the 
most important.” The antithesis be¬ 
tween the masses and the institutions of 
society, not excepting thtifr own alleged 
prgttna of struggle* the unions, is here 
taken for granted. And of course W. J. 
Brown is right to recognise the gulf 
that exists. 

The Millers* Strike in France 

There seems no doubt that the 
miners' strike in France will also he 
directed to serve the ends of the French 
Communist Party——which vs as much as 
to su> the ends of Russian foreign 
policy—though its apparent justification 
Hes in the grievance* of the French 
miner*!. The Communists in the C.G.T. 
having cheerfully led the French miners 
into positions of extreme danger in¬ 
volving severe clashes with the police 
will be guided in their conduct of the 
struggle not by the needs of the miners, 
though of eourae they will have to lake 
these into account for the sake of their 
own prestige, hut by the present poliej 
of Russia. Indeed it is amusing to hear 
Horner talking of the obligation* of 
internal tonal solidarity in the workers* 
struggle, when, during (he war (he 
Communists not merely opposed strikes, 
hut actually ordered tlieir party mem¬ 
bers to go to w r orh in, blacklegs. Inter¬ 
national solidarity, ami not even solid¬ 
arity with neighbouring places of work, 
or even their fellow workers in their 
own trade could then moke then] dis¬ 
obey the dictates of the Kremlin. Su 
we art- not greatly impressed by 
Horner's new-found intermitionul feel¬ 
ings of solidarity. 

Social Democrats and Russia 

The social democrats thcmselve* have 
adopted such an equivocal attitude to¬ 
wards Russia i Imi they are now harvest¬ 
ing the result* of their altitude in the 
past. Labour Party officials know weJI 
enough vvliui the general situation ill 
Rusiiiii is, how the trade unions arc run 
and no on. Rut because they think 
that Kmmu whs held in cwlccm by tile 
workers, and that they would lose sup¬ 
port by speaking the truth ufinui it, 
they have kepi quiet altoui Russian 
li flairs in (he past, or have even joined 
in the lip service which the wartime 
alliance with the Soviet Union made 
expedient. In polities it is not the (ruth 
(Continued on page 4) 


Politics Behind French Strikes 


'JTIE situation in France offers a 
tragic illustration of the results of 
political infiltration in the working- 
class struggle. To the privations 
which necessarily result from a strike 
which has already lasted four weeks 
has been added the more .dramatic 
sufferings caused by the clashes be¬ 
tween the strikers and the Govern¬ 
ment's armed forces. Workers have 
been killed and wounded, mines have 
been flooded and put out of action 
for months to come. And yet as the 
struggle is amplified the aims of the 
strikers instead of becoming bolder, 
appear more and more insignificant. 
The demands for wage increases are 
already too small to cover the rapid 
rise in the cost of living and the other 
demands seem ridiculously small 
compared with the strength displayed 
by the strikers. 

It is obvious that the miners have 
genuine grievances and that they 
command the sympathy, and to a 
great extent the solidarity, of a large 
section of the French working-class 
as has been shown by strikes which 
have taken place in other industries. 
How is it then that the miners have 
been unable to obtain satisfaction for 


TITO AS “TROTSKY 
WRECKER” 

JN our comments on the struggle 
between Tito and the Jugoslav 
Communist Party and the Com in¬ 
form, we remarked that the actions 
of the Cominform would be calculated 
to ensure that their charges would 
prove true. Thus they accused Tito 
of looking towards the West and 
showing leanings towards the bour¬ 
geois powers. They then proceeded 
to exercise economic sanctions in 
essential materials against Jugoslavia, 
Inevitably, when deprived of such raw 
material as Russian cotton, Tito’s tex¬ 
tile industry looks elsewhere, and the 
business men of the West are not 
slow to snap up the market. Tito is 
leaning towards the West; soon he 
will be a Trotsky wrecker ! 

As we foresaw, the straits that Tito 
finds himself in would he ruthlessly 
exploited by the Western powers. He 
has stood out against British claims 
for compensation for British concerns 
in Jugoslavia which have been 
nationalized. Now, however, .com¬ 
pensation, at a rate much nearer the 
British estimate than his own, is to be 
paid as part of the purchase price of 
essential materials denied by the 
Cominform outfits. Doubtless British 
and American capital will seek to re¬ 
gain a stranglehold on Jugoslav 
economy* n that happens, Tito will 
indeed have changed over front being 
a Kremlin puppet to being a Wall 
Street-Bank of England puppet, and 
will receive, though hardly deserve, 
the vilest vituperations of the Com¬ 
munist Party of the Soviet Union, 
The changeover will hardly add any 
substantial weight to his real crimes— 
those he has committed against the 
workers and peasants of Jugoslavia 
and the various zones which have had 
ihe misery of coming under his 
b 1 oody die ta i oral 1 1 p, 


the modest demands they pm forward 
a few weeks ago? 

The explanation is to be found in the 
unwillingness of the Communist con¬ 
trolled C.G.T. (General Confederation 
of Labour) to press the struggle with 
sufficient energy to secure victory. Wc 
arc witnessing what may appear aL first 
sight a paradoxical situation. We see 
that, on the one hand, the French C.P. 
seems to give complete support to the 
strikers and welcome an open dash be¬ 
tween the forces of repression of the 
government and the miners, but on the 
other hand wc see that it refuses to take 
a line of action which would ensure a 
swift and complete victory for the miners. 
As the French Anarchist Federation 
pointed out from the beginning only an 
unlimited general strike for aims worthy 
of the sacrifices which the strike would 
cause would have secured them victory. 

The C.G.T. and the Communist 
Party arc, however, less interested in the 
aims to be achieved by the strike than in 
the political capital it can make out of it. 
As its record shows, the C.P. has always 
been liberal with workers 1 lives; since the 
liberation it has boastfully adopted the 
title of “le parti des fust ties” because of 
the great number of Communists shot 
during the German occupation, A few 
dozen workers shoe by the Ministry of 
the Interior's forces will justify the title 
of murderers which the C.P. has been 
hurling at the government during the 
past few weeks and will also give trade 
union leaders an opportunity to bathe in 
the glory of their martyrdom (T.U. leaders 
never get killed, however). In fact, the 
wounded and the dead will not give the 
measure of Communist militancy but 
rather of their betrayal. 

Rolling Strikes 

If the Communist Party had wished to 
secure a rapid victory for the miners it 
would not have discouraged a general 
strike. The C.G.T. at its Congress 
recently held in Paris voted resolutely 
against a general strike and favoured 
instead the greves tottrnantes (revolving 
or rolling strikes) which would hit one 
industry after another. The aim of these 
rolling strikes is to paralyse one sector of 
industry after another, for a short period 
of time, thus creating chaos in the whole 
economic life of the country while 
avoiding an immediate breakdown. Benoit 
Era action, the Communist genera! secre¬ 
tary of the C.G.T,, explained to the 
delegates the advantages of the rolling 
strike * “We have received a number of 
letters calling for a general strike/* he 
said, '“but one does not create a general 
strike as easily as partial strikes, and often 
the partial strikes, if they are well 
directed, permit us to obtain belter results 
than action an masse” One may note in 


passing the use of the words “create'* and 
“well directed" which betray the Com¬ 
munist leaders' desire to launch workers 
into strikes like Generals throw an army 
into battle. It is for the higher tacticians 
of the Party and not the workers to 
decide which type of strike fa better (the 
leaders of the Italian C.P, have also 
adopted now the rolling strike in prefer¬ 
ence to the general strike). 

Failure of New Tactic 

What interests us most, however, ia 
to discover what Mr, Fran chon mean* 
by “better results". The rolling strike ia 
obviously an excellent arm to disorganise 
economy and keep the government in con¬ 
stant fear of being overthrown but it is of 
little use to improve workers' conditions. 
Instead of throwing their whole weight m 
a swift struggle against the government 
the workers arc being asked to exhaust 
themselves in a series of skirmishes which 
arc almost always bound to end in defeat 

This new tactic is a further proof that 
the Communist Party docs not want an 
improvement in workers' conditions. 
Workers' unrest is necessary to the C.P. 
for it provides it with a bargaining 
weapon with which it hopes to obtain 
entry into the government. Because, 
though the C.P, is now calling the minis¬ 
ters of the present government murderers, 
they would not be opposed to sitting in 
the Cabinet if these murderers made some 
room for them, and if they could obtain 
such important posts as the Ministry of 
Defence and the Ministry of the Interior, 
A number of Socialist, M.R.P. and 
radical deputies, led by the President of 
the Assembly, Edouard Herriot, would 
welcome the entry of the C.P. into the 
government as a means of stopping in¬ 
dustrial unrest but the Government must 
be more than a little worried by de 
Gaulle's threat that he would seize power 
if the Communists w r cre put in charge of 
the Army or the Police. 

One cannot rule out however, the 
possibility of a compromise being reached 
and of the C.P. entering the government 
once again. The C.P, keeps this eventu¬ 
ality in mind too and this is another 
reason for not wishing to obtain certain 
rights for the workers which they may 
regret once they are in power. When 
the C.P, was in the government it was 
opposed to a sliding scale of wages, and 
to the 40 hours* week and they would no 
doubt oppose them again if they were to 
enter the government. 

The events in France are too closely 
linked up with the international situation 
to allow for prognostics. Whether a com¬ 
promise will be reached or unrest develop 
into civil war is more likely to be decided 
in Washington and Moscow than on the 
coalfields of France, And much 
workers* sacrifices and heroism wifi have 
been wasted once again. 


MORE POLITICAL TRIALS IA SPAIN 


W E are informed that next 
month seven members of 
the C.N.T, are coining up for 
trial in Spain, Among them are 
several member* of the National 
Committee of the C.N.T, They 
were arrested in December 1947, 
Among the accused are comrades 
Manuel Vi Mar, Luis Morales 
and Eiislaqiuo Rodriguez. The 
authorities are trying to establish 
a connect ion he tween the above 
accused and the arrest of a 
number of comrades during 
which our comrade lkirgos was 
hilled and a policeman wounded. 
Though in fact these comrades 
were not involved in that inci¬ 
dent, the authorities are trying to 
use it in order to obtain the 
death sentence for comrade 
Vilhir and another of the accused 
and thirty years* imprisonment 
for the other five G,N*T. mem¬ 


bers, 

Manuel Villa r is wcll-knowa 
in the international anarcho- 
syndicalist movement. Many 
yeurs ago he was one of the 
editors of La Pro testa of tine nos 
Aires and was later expelled 
from Argentina, In Spain, he 
became the editor of Solidaridad 
Ohrertt , of tiarcclotiu, and 
Fruguti Social* of Valencia before 
Franco’s victory* 

We appeal to comrades q|| 
over the world to initiate a cam¬ 
paign of protest against this new 
attempt to destroy the Spanish 
anti-fascist movement by means 
of assassinations and executions 
Wc must defend the Hhertarimi 
cause and its struggle for rhe 
liberation of Spain. 

THE SECRETARY 
OF THE LW.JVf? 

Stockholm t October* 1948, 
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FREEDOM 


A HUNDRED YEARS 
OF REVOLUTION 


George Woodcock l Editor); A 
HUNDRED YEARS OF 
REVOLUTION, 1848 AND 
AFTER- (Porcupine Press* 
15ft-) 

O NE of ihe last eon-Stalinist document* 
la come from Chechoslovakia before 
the Communist towp d'am was made ab¬ 
solute, wn% the Prague Critical Monthly 
in ili first issue for J £ HK. which con¬ 
tained » Jong article on " The Socialist 
Year 1848 and m Heritage" bv Dr. 
Vaclav Corny, who emphasised the signifi¬ 
cance of the Paris February Revolution of 
1848 a* “the first attempt by reformist 
and revolutionary socialism to make ilsdl 
responsible for the administration of State 
and society", and as “the sinning point 
of ihe two-fold development of European 
socialism; anarchistic and Marxist”- 
Cemy saw the Paris Commune in IH71 
as the fruit of the theories of BUnqui 
and Proudhon rather than of Mura and 
dates the melancholy history of modern 
socialism from the victory of Marx's fol¬ 
lowers over those of Rnkunin in the first 
international. This concern with ihe 
question "VFhai ha* gone wrong?” with 
the revolutionary movements is asked in 
different ways in several of the essays in 
this book. 

George Woodcock gives un account of 
the sequence of events in that year and 
shows that "we still live under the in¬ 
fluence of the happenings of that time, 
and still in our own dov ? arc witnessing 
ihe fulfilment, usually in an ironically 
perverted' form, of the ideals for which 
ihe men of 1948 fought, often finitely, 
and never more than half-realising the 
significance of their acts/ 1 Max BclofT 
studies those events in a broad historical 
perspective concluding that in 1948, 
the year of revolutions seemed in retros¬ 
pect less a springtide of hope than a 
warning of the wrath to come." 


Christopher HoUis contributes an urbane 
and amusing discussion of "The Merits 
and Defects of Marx," with, however, a 
note of superior disparage mem which ill 
behoves a Tory M,I\ Raymond Pent gate's 
eway on "The Principles of I84H" which* 
with its searching attack on pnlmcnl ex¬ 
pediency and its concern with ethics 
comes a link strangely from a L a hour 
Party man, and it teems that after all his 
years in the Labour movement, Mr. 
Postgate is tentatively reaching towards 
an attitude which goes further than that 
of orthodox socialism. "It is for us, TT he 
says, "to bring into objective life what is 
already alive in our hearts and in those 
of very many people all over Europe. 
Whether ii will he at first expressed in 
a purely political organisation* l do not 
know. I Hdt indintd to think not: it 
may not indeed for some time be expressed 
in organisation ai all.” 

T, A. Jackson gives a Marxist view of 
“1848 and the Birth of Marxian Com¬ 
munism" which begins as an interpreta¬ 
tion of the Communist Manifesto and 
ends as a tirade against the bourgeois* 
opponents of Stalinism, fohn Hewetson’s 
essay on the "Dormant Seeds of 184H" 
is of a very different order Starling from 
the events in France, he analyses the 
nature of revolutions in general and with 
some most interesting quotations entirely 
vindicates the attitude of die anarchists. 

A radical view r of the economic 
problem of the social revolution, 
and internationalism: Proudhon and 
Bakunin had understood these questions 
m 1848 and revolutionary theorists 
have conceded the correctness of their 
views. But more important still, be¬ 
cause almost unrecognised even today, 
were certain views about the motive 
force and directing power behind revo¬ 
lutionary events. Once again the 
anarchists Proudhon and Bakunin had 
reached conclusions far in advance of 
contemporary social thinkers , . 

He we iron concludes: 



"There iiv no need to idealise or to 
Idolise the "masses": it is enough to 
reflect that in this* as in preceding and 
succeeding revolutions, the revolution¬ 
ary achievements derived from the 
spontaneous uprisings of the mass. The 
leadership conception is the anti¬ 
thesis of this, and its comlbry, the 
emergence of the political party as the 
would-be controlling force, signifies 
the end of the revolution, the beginning 
of the ccHimer-revniution/* 

The concluding essay, Hugh How 
Williamson on 1848 i« England is wuty, 
forthright and entirely unexpected in its 
conclusion. For him, the two events in 
England of that year which have the 
greatest significance lor u* to-day were 
the meeting of F- D, Maurice. Charles 
Kingsley and J. M, Ludlow, when they 
first enunciated the idea of Christian 
Socialism, and the Irish potato famine 
which drove hundreds of starving pcaaamr 
to Britain and America. These events, he 
thinks gave nee to the phenomenal growth 
of the Catholic Church in this country in 
the last hundred years until it ii "in hub 
the strongest effective religious body in 
EnglamT'-Lwith obvious political implica¬ 
tions. He thinks that the emigration to 
America of Europe'* dispossessed explain* 
the fact that America’s "deepen psychic 
need (often unconxciou*] is to lake it* 
revenge. It is [his need which manifests 
itself in such widely differing actions a* 
shelling Monte Cassino, bombing Dresden, 
making a slum of Geusvenor Square, or 
entoogling a hungry Continent in a net of 
usury." 

The second half of this book consist* 
of a selection of impress ton * and docu- 


Sex Education 


Second Number of u new Journal 

T WO month* ago a new Journal of 
Sax Education, with Norman Haire 
a* editor, wui reviewed in these columns. 
It ii pleasant to f« the second issue 
coming nut with 48 page*, instead of J2, 
and with its quality maintained at a high 
level. It may he a matter of surprise lor 
nume that there should be a need for 
such a magazine, since there is no lack 
of book* on sexual matters—as the review 
section* show, with Ut pages in the first 
issue and 14 in the second. Actually it 
i* this very spate of published mutter on 
$ex that makes this loumal so necessary. 

Opposititm from the Churches 

Norman Hatre has no difficulty in 
showing that the chid opposition to en¬ 
lightenment in vtxual matters come* from 
the Churches (this is very evident in the 
obscurantist opposition to artificial in- 
semination advanced by people of religious 
views at a Conference two years ago 
which is reported in detail in this issue. 
Their view* contrasted sharply with the 
courageous evidence of Dr, Mar)' Barton 
and Mr, Kenneth Walker, both of them 


menu uf 1848* divided into six section*— 
The Revolutionary Scene, Document* of 
1848*9, The Revolutionary Theorist*, 
Sortie Portrait* of Rev elution* ne*» Views 
from the Island-some conicmporary 
English opiniom, and ArierihoughLi on 
1848-ti, This part of the hook ii an ad¬ 
mirable and absorbing anthology of the 
year of revolutioni and makes the hook 
one of great value, as it is so difficult to 
get necew to the contemporary sources of 
information. Among the authors ifl- 
Indudcd in these selections are Bakunin, 
Proudhon, Blanqui, Mart, Herzen and 
Cflusodiere, and there are proclaim lions, 
manifestos and speeches from France, 
Germany, Italy, Hungary, England and 
Ireland/ Not the least of the volume’s 
virtues are its contemporary illustrations, 

C- 


doctor* with i lifetime of aptr»fn,e m 
grappling with the problem of childlevi¬ 
nes* in mimxgC. Bui having toiled id 
stop the spread of sexual enlighiefuneoc, 
the Churches have changed ihcir lactic 
and now seek to cvmtul that cnlighicn- 
ment so that it doc* not conflict with the 
aims of orthodoxy Thiv ov*tu that * 
great deal of current literature of u*\ )% 
written by churchmen, many of Lhtm 
sincere enough, no doubt; but theu 
writings are inevitably coloured with the 
a Acetic fear of the flesh, that Killed vvn- 
viettort that sexual activity re wivn* 
which is implicit in the Genesis story. .-mJ 
run* through the whole oi Chmtmmu 
And not only hx* the Church sought to 
infiltrate the literature, but churchmen 
are also to be found claiming places on 
such bodies as marriage guidance coun¬ 
cil*. Now churchmen have as much 
right as anybody die to express vkw> i>n 
sexual matter!; but bodies which claim 
to offer advice to ihmc in difticufircs 
ought to he responsible in their attitude 
and base their advice on the remit* of 
known facts as revealed by unbiuv: | jnd 
scientific investigations Huw much ihe 
re lulls of such enquiries may K- 
variance with the injprefricm* of cumnt 
opinion is shown bv the Kinaev report <4 
l* years’ research into the sexual be¬ 
haviour of over 5,0011 American ru n 
! Churchmen, however, db mn adopt j 
scientific standpoint except su far as it 
suit* them to give a "realistic" l 1 ir 
to their views; lor the re&i they cbix»e 
ihe fads which suit them, often urn uf 
context, and, as manv contributor* Em this 
lourruil are able to show, dn mu rcruple 
to write flat lies in support ol rhur 
moralistic viewpoint Thus {lit take 
example from many\ one medical wmvr 
with a strong moralistic and religious 1 1 
Is quoted as ititing that sexual inrer- 
eourte in unmarried women muy lead i» 
mental disturbance and lesbianism the 
reviewer remark* pcctfrcmly that he c. 
nothing about the much greater fikdihoc-J 
of such djsturbjnn 1 and ubiiorOJ^Joi 
arising from sexual itarvatinn. 

The Moriilisrii' mul the Sdeiitlfie 


1- Human Nature and Science. 

OOSITIVE science, analysing social 
existence in order to isolate statistical 
laws, robs man of his concrete individu¬ 
ality and thus deprives itself of all 
individual insight. Of man’s nature it 
only grasps an abstraction, an anatomical 
scheme in mechanistic terms. Its "ob¬ 
jective man" is a theoretical man, whose 
"behaviour”—if it is possible to use this 
term for an automaton —h described in 
terms of rigid subjection to cause. The 
historical type, considered in this way as 
mean or normal. Is in reality a more 
chan extreme type; it corresponds in no 
way to the vast number of complex con¬ 
crete casc$ T bin results from the hypo- 
thmkiil reduction of life to a single 
function.. The elimination of all that inter¬ 
venes practically to complicate real life* 
so as to fake the results according to a 
biassed determinism : this is the working 
hypothesis on which the "sdeoce of 
man" is based. Tbiu biological abstraction 
is a dream of the vivisector; a degree of 
impoverishment which is not even realised 
in the physiological laboratories where 
operations are made in unima vilL In 
fact, the most atrocious experiments of 
merits I manipulators and psychiatrists on 
tile maddened cattle of the extermination 
camps, or on the incurable idiots of 
asylums, have never reduced tlic huntsn 
being into the state of perfect degradation 
envisaged by scientific aehematisation. 

His gods have never maddened man to 
this point; his masters have never re¬ 
duced him to ihe core of sfraplificaiion 
which if presupposed in the man who is 
the theoretical object oi positive science 
Neither “mass observation”, nor crowed 
.psychology, nor the rough and summary 
investigation of the “psycho-techniciBns ri 
of the "Gallup Instiiutc-s", not the pitiless 
cHxucal study r.f idiocy or monomania, 
allow s one to assume such mental poverty 
Nothing reveals to us in the facts the 
hgnl simplicity of functioning which 
positive science attributes to the sodo. 
bgkal on tries imagined by it. Rational 
man, reiigioiifi man, economic man, 
sensual man, egoistic man, social man- 
all these remain myths. From this it 
results that positive science, in whatever 
concerns the human facts which compose 
history, should limit itself to ascerimnmg 
and illuminating io its best ability col¬ 
lective phenomena, with a full conscious* 
of its relative infirmity. Science 
should remain infinitely modest. It can- 
nm pretend to institute., by its own 
authority, oxperimtHit on individuals and 
Peoples/ it cannot validly creel a govern- 
[pent or an arbitrary theory of the 
I'necestitie’j of history”; it should limit 
itself fit general to a consultative and ex¬ 
planatory function, with regard to the 
voluntary efforts and spontaneous errors 
human individuals. 5ciVit.ee institute* 
"lacicd truth" to which and by which 
can be "sacrificed'' a single Altman victim. 


2- Of “scientific** Anarchism. 

CONCRETE a nd i ndivi d ua I hu man 
nature is not the ob}ect but the sub¬ 
let of science. Consequently there exists 
1)0 political imperative which can be 


Notes in the Margins of Several Books 


validly based on the judgmems of a 
sodal doctrine that pretends to be 
scientific. In fact, no authority can be 
imposed on individual wills and destinies 
without reluming to a religious absolute 
of which scientific thought is the perma¬ 
nent negation. There is no legitimate 
dictatorship of men of knowledge, because 
there arc no men of knowledge, but only 
students and seekers. It is impossible to 
reconcile scientific relativism and the 
human subjectivity of all knowledge with 
a dictatorship exerdsed m the name of 
knowledge over the human bemg taken 
as an object. There is no admissible com¬ 
parability bet wen methodical doubt and 
the power of the State, between free 
examination and the exercise of authority. 

Thus, Lhe myth of a "scientific 
polkv”“3s$umcd in our day by almost 
all Parties and States-—could only be an 
object of scandal for scientific thought. 
The arbitrary meaning and the fanatical 
character of the violences or constraints 
exercised in the name of any social theory 
whatever—biological, economic or other¬ 
wise—do not here depend on the fact 
that this theory would be “refuted by 
Science in the present sime of acquired 
knowledge”; they result from the prin¬ 
ciple that till scientific theory is pro¬ 
visional, and consequently refutable. 

Inversely, the provisional and partiui 
agreement of positive science (towards 
1880} and a militant theory, such as 
Kropotkinian anarchism, does not confer 
on that theory the right to impose itself 
by force. As Mai a testa has poimed out, 
jt is futile to give as the foundation for 
anarchism certain scientific hypotheses 
provisionally admitted in "competent” 
circles; it is ridiculous to pretend that the 
histone rights of anarchism can result 
from the fa cl that anarchism may be 
presented as the “truly scientific social¬ 
ism”. To affirm that anarchism is antici¬ 
pated in history as a "scientifically recog¬ 
nised” necessity, and that from this there 
results a political imperative in its 
favour, is to ruin, in the domain of 
reasoning, the very premises on which we 
pretend to build: that is to say, science 
as a method and liberty as H principle. 
The basis of anarchism, as a social effort 
of voluntary experimentation and as a 
practically conscious apprehension of 
reality, is not the identification of any 
particular doctrine presented by anar¬ 
chism with a contemporary hypothesis of 
learned ideology (for instance, the l Tolc 
of mutual aid in evolution'’ 1 ); but it is Un 
the contrary the basic identity of social 
anarchism with free scientific research, 

3* Our Method and Theirs. 

FN our eyes, the principal superiority of 
^ anarchism docs not result from an 
agreement between the positive content of 
the books written in its name and the 
positive content of soaologkal or other 
studies realised by the "learned”. How¬ 
ever encouraging and Inspiring may bo 
the realisation of that agreement, it can- 


no: be the basis of our conviction. The 
latter results from the fact that anarchism 
poses as its sole historical claim the 
I liberty ol autonomous experiment, error 
and self-critidim. Anarchism affirms the 
right to err a nd to correct oir« ef /; it 
dentes the right for anyone to "chastise * 
[he error of another. Contrary to anar¬ 
chism, all possible politics are based on 
precisely contrary demand. They deny the 
right of autonomous experiment, error 
and self-criticism. They deny the right 
of experiment in the name of the fii- 
djvlstoility of society, represented by its 
consecrated institutions; they deny the 
right of error, in the name of socially 
accepted truths; they deny the right of 
self-critirimi, in the name of socially 
monopolised repression. But there is 
more to it than this. 

If the institutional society makes a mis- 
iflke, each of fu members must poincipctte j 
in the error t "from solidarity”. Then, as 
in the last analysis the responsibility for 
the error is always brought back ro in¬ 
dividuals, it is still for the so-called 
infallible institutional society to choose 
its scapegoats, in order to chastise m them 
the social sin —always Li by solidarity”! 

The fact that this system of error and 
correction (or more exactly of fault and 
redemption) is incapable of realising the 
least development in society—in whatever 
concerns the consciousness of social facts 
—would appear dear enough to whoever 
endeavours to pose the valid conditions 
of a El scientific experiment. No rational 
knowledge is possible in a world where 
social monopoly of action and respon¬ 
sibility imposes a global notion of 
society and of the universe (so far as 
one can speak, in such a case, of 
"thought”, of “action”, of “respon¬ 
sibility” or even, of "society"!). No 
rational knowledge h possible in the 
total world and the totalitarian society, 

4. Socialist Democracy or 
Anarchy? 

n^HERE are those who oppose totall- 
^ la nanism and democracy to each 
ocher: "Democracy, in Its principle, 
authorises the minority to think and 
propose what it will, provided it acts as 
the majority wishes". Bui what is a 
thought that possesses no field of autono¬ 
mous verification, and a will to which 
action is forbidden? And how can the 
responsibility and nature of the error be 
discerned in a collectivity acting en bloc , 
wiljy-niliy? 

Socialist" democracy is differentiated 
I from liberal democracy in so far as it 
! pretends to extend its principle to all the 
domains of social existence: socialist 
democracy is, in ti manner, die total!- 
UirLm application of the democratic 
principle. 

The rights of minorities is still res¬ 


pected, we are told. How is that? The 
very existence of a "minority" pre¬ 
suppose* a secesiion. All heterodoxy 
should find us concrete formation in a 
domain of open experiment, which 
assumes liberty to lie not within the 
framework of the laws, but on the margin 
of the laws. There can be no organised 
minority without a preliminary field for 
dissident action. To admit a regime where 
the law of the majorities would reign in 
all domains would be to admit absolute 
social immobility. 

Do you want to know what is the 
result of the universal! sa lion of ihe 
majority principle? Fur example, let us 
apply “democracy" to medicine, and lei 
us suppose that a medical parliament had 
power to forbid, by the plurality of voices, 
all new therapeutic method*—until the 
day when, going back on its first 
decision, it might authorise them, ur 
rather impulse their employment uni¬ 
versally, by a new notionly decision. 
Would you like to tell me an what 
proofs the majority of the doctors could 
base their change of view and break with 
their own routine, if it is not on clandes¬ 
tine and illegal experiment by a few 
dissidents? It will be said that the 
medical minority—and even the majority 
—would, as a last resort, experiment on 
guinea pigs. But when it is a question of 
rdcitf/iri democracy and of human insti¬ 
tutions, it is no longer possible to experi¬ 
ment on animals in the laboratory; and 
there remains finally only one means of 
forming thought and orienting opinion 
the organised indiscipline of the 
“anarchists". 

Anarchism has no need to seek_ its 
justification in the future, in “scientific” 
prevision. Insofar as It is the sudal 
and cosmic—secession of man, anarchism 
has been the only laboratory from which 
human thought has emerged. Either I am 
very much mistaken, or our thought is, 
of itself, rebellion against unthinking 
unity, our intelligence insurrection against 
the unintelligible continuity of the uni¬ 
verse. Our thought stands in rivalry to 
the world. It hungers for creation and 
liberty To the cosmic continuum it 
opposes articulated structures, k would 
appear polemical, anarchic, promethean. 
In there conditions, Anarchy remains the 
real way of human development* Anarchy 
is the human tendency in man. All the 
rest is only the aggressive return of night 
and chaos, the temptation of the great 
Nirvana, the cosmic and soda! slumber 
of animality. It is the renunciation of 
individuation: it Is an abdication before 
the instinct of death. 

if the name of "sodalism” is given to 
this religious and mystical sentiment, this 
domination of historic fatality and gre¬ 
garious solidarity—we must acknowledge 
tha r conscious life is a vast and always 
uncertain duel between socialism and 
anarchy. 

Jean CellO, 


Approach 

Enough hiiv been said to indicate tin: 
need for a magazine which miiniaim * 
scientific, and e<chew*> a moral mu ap¬ 
proach. It is to be recommended u ill 
reader* of Freedom, both u*i in admirable 
digest of advancing work m sexology, and 
mi clear expo mien of the forces which 
seek to obstruct rextml cnjjghtenmco . 
Particularly welcome is tu attitude m the 
question of sexuality in children and u* 
the general problem of the sexual en¬ 
lightenment of ihe young. 

Revolutionary and Reformist 

Altitudes to Sex 

It may not be nut of place u> rmilre 

some comments on the larger social prob¬ 
lems arising our oJ sexual reform. 
Readers ot Freedom will have not ice. I l 
number of articles which relate the rexual 
attitudes of society to the structure of «or 
society-—articles which show ihat tlici, i- 
a certain ctmneciiorj between sexual sup¬ 
pression and authoritarian forms of iul 
minim ration. To some extent therefore 
the path of the -visual reformer L tied 
up with the revolutionary struggle for a 
free society without coercive institutions 
of government. The editor of the Journal 
of .Sfev Education, Norman Ha ire, has 
not been identified with this pom: of 
view. He is by no mean- a reactionary, 
but rather an advanced liberal in his 
social attitude as it appears in the com¬ 
ments, art teles and review s which appear 
(Continued on pugs 3) 
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KINSEY REPORT on Sexual Be¬ 
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SEX EDUCATION 


(Continued from pa£c 2j 

1 rriiuuk rn Uicac two issues. But 


hit general pOMtirjn became plain In the 
early ihiruci when ihe League (or 

Sexual Reform dissolved ulicr an in- 
loiubJi' difference of upmiun be twain Lhe 
iwt> fires idem?.. ‘Matrnuri Baire and Leim- 
bttch. Lcuphjdi Look the view Lit cm the 
druggie for icsufli reform toul-d only be 
ued up with the itvulutktfiary HtntKjjlc. 
(Leunbadi wnt si the time tied up with 
the Comm uni us, but Uiere icenvi nodembt 
lltAi his w,ia ii gcniiirjcly rtvoftitionary 
pwni id view, for (hey later denounced 
him end even threatened him with 
pitruca! viokPL^ unlsst he Mopped cx- 
pr citing hi* “filthy view 11 os iex“, Com¬ 
pare the path of Xdch.) Baire on the |; 
other hand held that the cause of kxuuJ j 
enlightenin'. ni rutin keep itwlf aepanitc 
from revolutionary Urufigte* in the social 
qjihere. The ftiietnenri of ihc iwu <■*- 1 
poocnii are in be lountl reprinted trt 
Ttlbrlm Reich'* ,Vatt-d S^avafution (ab- 
teinabb ihiougli Freedom 


The present jnurmil adhtre* to Haire i 
pttlru uf view in thin mutter. Hut although 
I frutdnm [itc, up the poiiricoj defended 
hy Leunhad], ft must be admitted Lh»i the 
f tMjrtjyefiy (Jcks nor really much the 
ft pitTpoif ijf Jit jtifttttiil of Sax EdU£u- 
: fw*r In it the editor i* conccffled with 
| iotuiil education, and hit approach ifid 
| that of raoit of toe GQiUribwori is 
I Krtaiy praeticyL No doubt he looks 
fomurd to a day when obstarunriini will 

mujfhen p al jj enllijhttnCtetiN 

™t here ond firm 1 we have 10 dfcaf wrih 
W tedWiLual prnbleiujs in their atTiiflt wi- 
And thiu ttUI appeal to [catter* 
w |th probkrni nf their own. fur those 
I wi J -h pm«in@ and anxiom w.-kuiiI diftkub 
hei Bar* nnt grcaJy (wiped hv conddent- 
1 of uhit wiiJi fiuppcn lifter the 

^nluibn accritupliiihed. They want 
htlp now r ]’| 1 j Sl [ijums] in tu be waimiy 
*Pt>|K»ried in that it steksj with honcatv 
*ndi cauraj-e. to heJp m the solution of 
JWch pfoHnns. 

p. 


ULSITNITED NATIONS 


\V71TH Hinjc fluji uitvini «nd speech- 

mu Li it ^ UN.O hmt rclchmled in 
third birlluluy. Bui behind thv myth uf 
unity nmon|I imlinnii am! (hr desire la 
jirrtrrvr the pence is the reality o( nnr 
"Nil'll linn became n pcrmuneat feature 
nf iiiir Kiuf«ty, While politician* meet 
and tnlIt 1 mar ftfies On, It takes the 
farm of ape 11 warfare in Chinn, nf vtht 
trninmiS in titrmnoy or nf war prrtMf* 
lion ivith the dining uf treaties. Taken 
at random, here are a few neper It af 
thrp "pemumunT ivir" at they nputartil 
in the Pfeii during ihe past few daysi 


• Dnrintt the pnst tin mamlm I lie 
U.S. Iiflie handed Orcr SB mil linn dal- 
Inr* ns mililnri rtid la the Chinese 
central ilinrnimdil in it* hit lit against 
Communitt f<>roea + Thi* wna Used in 
buy explosive*, truekn, oil. nrnu and 
ammunition. 


• Closer cu-ordination in defence in 
eaxe of future hi r hni been di*m«ted 
by I hr meeting af CnmmUmvrilltU 
m i nit e it s held in London. The mini Her* 
agreed "■ IHtit the danger af war must be 
met by building up armed farces in 
order to deter any would-be nggrcuor*’. 
They agreed also, said the ofbcinl torti- 
nuininjLie, "^UjiFit freedom muat be nitfc- 
gunrded, not only by military defenaive 
mcasurry, but uKu by adrnneing saeiaJ 
and economic welfare". Tudin. Ceylon 
and Pakistan have joined tn tbit agree¬ 
ment. Thanka 10 their newly-mm 

mdrcriltaot" the Jniliaii people are 
now committed to a future wnr hy the 
»nmc lenders nbn opposed {he last one. 


STALIN TLACHIMp THE 


FACTS OF LIFE 


npHF- Russians ate delcbmEing ±e tenth 
± birthday of their standard Hialorv of 
ibe CaruTminist party of the Soviet Union. 


It was prtpared by a “Commission of 
I he Centra! CbcnmixtHr", und consists, as 
imgjit be expected, of a highly siorplificd 
ideaum of Russian history since 
It is nmtnrkibk mainly for one thine: it 
contain*, the fLrat reasonably clear exposi- 
lion of the Communist philosophy of 
dialectical materialism, and shortly after 
the bonk first appeared it wus revealed 
that Stalin himself had written the 
chapter ooneemed. Now, however, it 
j.eems that he wa& responsible for the 
whole hook, and his subordinates are 
tumbling over one another to congratulate 
Jlini. Nqt tully Alrv. Pauker and Mr, 
Gallacher paid tributes but the “activists 
and intelligent?] a” of the Mongolian 
Peoples' Republic have passed a voce af 
thank*;, while Lysenko, the biologist, ha<; 
called the hank “an irreplaceable text¬ 
book teaching the fact? of life". Certainly 
Stalin ia an extremeEy intelligent man; in 
his Long interview with H. G, Wells, for 
example, ht liad rsuher the better ftf the 
argument Rue this best-seller* with itr 
disiunion oi fact in nrder to point fool¬ 
proof revolutionary |es*iant> hardly docj 
him crcdrt. And. entermining as it is to 
think of Sislrn him self writing that 
“Comrade Slelin’s speech made a pro^ 
found impression' 1 * or “Comrade Stalin's 
arride was of the vtmnst political 
mnaiEm"i (no much smugness becomes 
tmitatiiip The final moral reads; 

l, A party perishes if it conceals its 
tuisiukes. tf tt gJosses aver sore 
probkiaa . . , if it is Intotemni of 
critidtui and tell-criticism, if it gives 
way tu ^e]^-con]pilxcL■Jlv> , and vaingJory 
and if ii rents on its laurels." 


Only the mon practiHeJ dialectician can 
square this with the whole sense and 
spirii of the book- 

Mjiukttlar Guardion* D/10/48. 


• |<mk upon ihc Berlin 

airlift «c ^ood preparation for I be next 
nur. Sn*» Mnjur-General Will>,mn H- 
Turncri “Wo look upon lhe airlifl nut 
ns an end in iiJieif. || ii an eserciac 
m tbe tcohniqtoc of n«ing big airplane* 
in a m miner hitherto Unknown", Re¬ 
porting Shin rtntemcnt Time Mugneinv 
commenl*: “Tin- triumph of nrgimi*n- 
tion and im pro visa! inn that made the 

n■ r 1 ■ f 1 poxiible is whi! Tuaner ntcnm bv 
'using the airpfitncs in n manner 
hitherto unknoicTiL For rtroteghls the 
nirTifl ha* » ntrnning far hc,..f,d id 


(romediale guat of fectling hlovkaded 
Berlin. The Ll.S. Array Lah never 
fought 4i major foreign campaign more 
fhan Tflfl mlies trmn *al1 ivuter. Sup¬ 
pose ir had jn fight in the heart of 
a continent? An airlift like Berlin'* 
might be the tnuirr. 

“fi.'S. nirmeu have considered Ihin 
poKhthtllli since the Chinn Hump opera- 
lion and the airborne Burma jungle 
enmpwgn. Perhap* Rimjim xtmtegrOt* 
who Ki*t craukitently underestimated 
nif power* arc- beginning tu get the 
point 


TUROVUn THE PRESS 


AMERICAN T.U. BOSS 


aAl the Unlied Mine Workers' Con- 
Vcntion apmc delegates had (he temerity 10 
demand the right ig choose their district 
officials by a vote of the membership, 
John L. Lewis swiftly squelched that 
move (21 of his uniotfji 31 district* are 
ruled hy l-cwii appointees}. It was just 
a waste of time, said the Great Man. !□ 
talk about such thing?; he could be relied 
□pun to chouse competent nflirial? and, 
if any of them “failed to do the right 
thing/* be would send them back [q dig¬ 
ging coal. 


Translated into English money, Mr, 
John L. Lewis will now be getting 
£ 12,500 a year. The vice-president 
and secretary-treasurer are paid 
£ 10 , 000 ,, and ihe thirty members of 
ihc executive £ 3,000 a year Thus 
T.U. leaders have incomes which may 
well be regarded with envy by smaller 
mincowners. 


AMERICAN 
MRS, GRUNDY 


Following hundreds of complaint s* 
mostly from women, Lhat too much 
dressing ss going on in store windowA in 
Ailfluui, the? police told deprutment stores 
thin Bhndci must be drawn PH shop 
windows when models are being drc&scd 
ur undressed. 

N.Y. Hrratd Tribune t 11 /I 0 / 4 S, 


SICKNESS DUE TO 
OVERWORK 


Mrs. Barbara CasElc told the delegaua 
*t the Natiunal Cmmdl of Women Con¬ 
ference tu Hastings that women 1 n higher 
■iidtMss rate was due to their having two 
jub^ and being Lon.mantiy overworked. 

“1 have been itnpretised with the Edugh- 
ne*s 1 if women in the industrial a reus, 1 r 
isuid. 

“I lived in a weaver's family where the 
wife got up mi nix in the dark Lancashire 
jni.Hij made breakfast for the children, 
plaited the girls' hair fur school, left 
sLimething to eat fur her husband when 


LtigaliKingTerrorin Czecho 


A t^l'EK a MTjjture yl power, the new 
ruler« invariably *cck m fortify their 
new-won pokuutm ihfutigh legal mean*. 
Rcapeit lor ilie law inevitably becumti 
y umc ilEugiraf in inch circumirruflcci, yet 
il serve* lo hunmrmjc the oppoiition of 
ult except those preptired lu adopt a revo¬ 
lutionary pmiiiou—with all the Increucd 
liu/urdi which such legal manreuvrei 
invesL tt with. 

Two mw low* have recently been 
HFjtncU hv the CnmmumM President of 
Cr.ceho4.lavak-ia^ Got|wold. The firsr— 
termed ihe law fur ilia defence uf the 
Republic—-make* 11 ft vtrioui offcqce to 
□ink? udverse cdtkfemr of the President 
iimt fiovcmmcnl of Cieclunluvakia. but 
11 (m, >it anv country with which 1 Ltccbo- 
sluvukifl lull signed an Hlliunce. In a 
word, ihc Soviet Utiiim. Jivrc we have 
in a thinly do (joined form (he lew which 
Prttt desired in hh faimiut and revealing 
slip of ihe longue—when hr nflfd that lie 
wjihcd to nee all anrl-Saviei pfqpnjjBfiija 
illegal, hastily cxpliiniriK afterwirdi Jhut 
wfnt he had meant wan unii-Semitic 
projpapnda I 


According to the Trmci, ihc Lw .si 10 
i’| hi tains diuw'i which cover persons who 
iprrml false report* in ten Jed to create! 
panic. It in not ddlutitt in see that it will 
he ihc cod hurt lies who lii'cide whether 11 
rcpufi |» i'alic ctf not, and whet lie t m- 
tentiun waw pre^eni. Him before mmmnw 
il'u umugly at till* claum;. it would be well 
to remember that ihc Defence Rcgtilathmi 
uuii ia I lied aim liar eluunes nbuui “ataini 
and ilc^pfriujciicy”. 


ClaiftCB about priest* wim fttinuse their 
priestly Junction to Influence puhlie life 
■ ir. 1 irlcmly aimed at the Raman Catholic 
Church; ukil a tpmicfcrahle tippoihjor 


he wnke up, ran rtrnnd the corner to the 
mill to clock-on at 7JO. 

“She ran home at mid-day 10 cook 
dinner, dockecHon agairt from 1 to 5.30, 
“Then she rmhed home to housework," 
AWj Chronicle, 14/10/48. 


HOLLYWOOD MONEY 
MAY KILL ITALIAN FILM 
INDUSTRY 


From there on, the delegates tried to 
outdo each other in t*presaiom of fealty. 
They derided dut his birthday, Feb. 12, 
should be & holiday in the sqft-ooal field*. 
They learned that John L, had not paid 
hss £30,000 contempt fines out of Jus own 
pocket hut out of the union's till, and 
voted retroactive approval of thaL. John 
had merely to suggest that the U.M.W.'s 
113 million bankroll ought to be 
bolstered so that he could have more 
"available funds in □ crisis". With audi¬ 
ble KTUinbles, the delegates voted to boost 
their dues from an average trf 52 tu 54 
a month, Bui gratefully, they raised John 
Lewis** from 525*000 to 550>O0 a year. 

Time. L3/I0/4H, 


Italy's moviemakers, wbo have turned 
out ■some of the worldY best posl-war 
pictures on a shoestring {Open City, To 
Live in Peace, Pari a, Shoethuie), had 
reason to feel bitter last week about their 
American competitors. Hollywood was 
pressing its advantage in the one depart¬ 
ment in which it invariably excels: 


DE VALERA S 
ANTI-PARTITION 
CAMPAIGN 


TTERAI.DED by a deluge of ballyhoo* 
11 in the kept-presi of Dublin, the 
pest Mr. Eumon de Valera has arnved 
in Britain, According to the party hudt} 
of Fianna Fail, the Jrntfcr has come to 
&ce—and conquer. 


money, 

The Italians knew very well ihat more 
money would not necessarily make better 
pictures- What they feared was that 
American money cunld keep them from 
making any pictures ai all- For Italy 
bad become 3 popular Unity wood Tarna¬ 
tion", and the visiting moguls were 
tossing money around freely enough to 
drive local cum right out oJ the Italian’s 
reach. Items; 

A cameraman's weekly salary had 
jumped from 4L1.0H0 lire ($691 to 
PS/XX) lire (*304), 

The wardrobe cost alone for 2thh 
Century-Fox *s Prince af Faxes hit 
5275,000—or about nine times what it 
took to produce both Open City and 
Shoeshma 

Producer Darryl Zanuck said he would 
not "stoop to sweatshop practices , . . 
are not in Italy , , . to cash in op another 
country's depressed cundition," 

Would Italy's best directors surrender 
to the invaders? Vittorio de Sica (SAor. 

uas negotiating witft David 0. 
Selznick. Roberto Rossellini (Open City, 
Pariif} was repotted flirting with repnr- 
neritAtrve? of Sam Guldwyn. 

Time, IS/10/48. 


WAR HORSE TO BISON 


Mr, Churchill i-eecns to have come 
down in ihc ranks of the animal world. 
During the War be was described by 
Stalin as an "old war horse 3 ' hut last 
week Fr□ t'drt called him a '"brion uf 
British reaction who has outlived his day 53 . 


By the use nf his much-vaunted states¬ 
manship and his Gaelic charm, he hopes 
to beguile the powerfr-that-he into the 
rcjttat of the Government of Ireland Act 
{1920). What doe* he offer in return? 
Can il be idhcrion to Western Union* or 
a lease of twsni to the Anglo-Americans? 

it is noteworthy that Mr, de Valera’* 
first call in Liverpwl, was to an esiabhih- 
ment of the Catholic Church. lids is 
nut surprising in a puliurian who has 
never under-rated the value af an efficient 
Church machine in Ihc delicate task of 
repressing a people who, by nature., arc 
nut amenable tu Authority tn its marc rib- 
Hops forms. At ftr^t glance ii may uccm 
strange that the die-hard Republican qf 
1916 and 1922 should be on such amiable 
terms with the Church of Rome. It was 
a Bishop of shii very Church whu said 
uf ihc Fenian Brotherhood (a revolution^ 
ary society of the Ifl70*s) tlmt He 11 was 
not eno-ughs nor Eternity long enough, for 
them. It was the Hierarchv m T hii 
Church who (in Lhc Tristoral Let ter o£ 
1921) rxcnmmunioaicd all members uf the 
Republican forces who fought in the 
Civil War. 


But in Chose days, de Valera had yet to 
become Taoiseach of belaud. He was 
still very much “on the outride, lockm# 
in'\ and he had nut yet tasted the in¬ 
toxicating and corrupting elixir -of Power. 

In those days, "Up the Republic" was 
jyconymuus with TJp Dw,* 1 Since then 
he has reddened hi* hands in the orgy of 
poli deal ex ecu tiom from 1439 to 1944 
and be has beoomt: more and more con¬ 
ceited as 3 result of adulation of hts 
followers. Calling thcmtolvc* Fimtrm Pail 
(Gaelic: Soldiers of D«tiny) they’re a 
mallei 1 ' mixture of domesticated retired 
Republicans, Tammany style politicians, 
and deluded youth*. 


And now this man de Valera descend} 
on Britain in an attempt to repair hii 
political fortunes, shattered by the 
February' Ejections. He is trying to buy 
with promises of bases fur WdJitrm 
Union, that which con only be obtained by 
the efforts of the plain people of Ireland. 

When be is no more, and his "philo¬ 
sophy" of “frugal comfort" is relegated to 
rhe same corner as Salazar’s Corpuraierism 
and Musiulini'h Fuscist.Repufilicantsini 
future genera tiom may remember those 
who died facing his firing spuads, but 
whether his victims arc remembered or 
not. de Valera wifi not go unmentioncd— 
he ha* made hiv mark on Irish History, 
by Lhe firing squads and gallows of the 
early 1940*1. 

Seas Gakkos. 


WHO SHALL COMHUL THE UfflONS? 


(Lourinueif from page 1) 
tlmt mailer* but what 1 s*lo ihc need* 
of the m< i me ill run he* expedient. B* 
Leaviini the uttrtek* on Rrimn condition* 
In he iincde mainly by wuuervarivv*, 
thei tiei re meltULlhl lowed the L»n). 
ihijul'iIb* fnniF 

Of ynumc. (he cviwifieuej ill the 
eh li 1 ueui tl not the nnh faelor ha* 

■ii.mIl' mend deni net no* udt>|it me!' 

a feeble position lowurdi Ru**ia. !kv 
pile s Hhvimi . 11 1 aek* ("tncJal fntoiftt*^* 
'"reneglide**, "liieke** id f«|ii(iiliHii , 
etc., i'te, Il they have rmide in* lulenimle 
repl* > T he jeumJn stireie i" I hat the 
Kins*!:i 11 jfoiflimit'ai lia* l»ul into ‘fleet 
ihe imiffraracne nf tliv anria.1 dconwrooy 
even'where, fur after all lhe Ilidshtvik* 
werc tin' Kuwiiin |nifl* “I rise mtiil 
ilemueritrift iiiHrottlluUtkli I’he l.abour 
11 arli helinvea ill duvetmneni In 
vriiion, in tnRtHufttStk control, and Im! 
mihurdhtirtKoii rd wurkera' iri*i LiiUiim* to 
lh> SniiL', The WeMii* ehiof theoeeti. 
i.juu* >d the Itrilish Sueial Demoome*, 

*, IJ'C OKI 1 dill Cl Hind h in reemliiihe that 
lilt Suvirl l Hhiii liml l- a li ee 1 le d out lhe 
p r 11 |j t a mrae i>f tlte faUiau*. lhe 
Siiriillims ate h'ft H'ifll titlLl' trivirtt 
mnllerh tu iHIm-k, and <V*»1 now tlieir 
main iipiiL'jjl It ill pntnprinni, never mi 
emotion in m nit id li> tfu theoriat* of 
siteiidiiJiit lliim^h ]iriik'ti*i’ii often cTumjjh 
In il* jiHirty EironiiijjIndiilH. 


Tho utljer iuw^ihc Itiw tif StaLc 
Coun h—. rcmuudiiee* lay judge* with pro- 
frfcfluiiil unen, a» in ilic irialn of cullubur- 
01 uf 1 Bv seeing to j| that the lay iudgrv 
have the‘mltrot* ui the regime «l hcait, 
political U'itih am be mtidc »ufcr fur llu- 
Kiivcrpmiein ihuti wns, for Juitiucc, tiic 
Raicliniut* fire trial., while at ihc turtle Uro* 
1 cunning the upprwranee ul imlepemkhci; 
.uni iegajliy. 


The Communists* 
Opportunity 


Tin- Si ill e woiNltip uf She tiuelnl 
dcniirernvi, tlieir |initmiw ft»r di* 
i'll * * in 11 * whll the erujiluyon ralhef 
than mill I nlll s.lni|lgle, Im* erenleil u 
I re mention» niMlk> in lhe iiidtium and 
linmalt mcolhijl* ure eery poorly 

nil 1 Elded. Ilk Milch (ftriHiniUnnue 1 il ha* 
inir been ilEfTieiill fllr the GonimLinii.lv, 


bv itlsioiplincJ alien donee at union mcct- 
itijj* to cbiptiire a defircc nf cmitm! quile 
d tspr a pur tlonal e tu iheir nunierreul 
^irenath. The Lohnur V* rt* union 
edfieinl* OHM do lit He enaUitl about h 
hecHiise their (Krtirion depends mi ibc 
apathy uf (he rank mid file, and they 
are tbemfow rdlKUnt U» try and 
mobilise the native feeling lor utdira 
nctivity which nuultl fnntute the I'om- 
rmniisti* infiltration tactic*- Such 
ouiun wet 1 * it* by the rank and iile 
would frustrate the Unnemtilff* of lhe 
T.U.G. biainrehy nf*o, 

11,w* 1 lie Lindcmocrutic nulftr* nf the 
union, nerves tlie ends, (hough for 
■Idlereu■ feu*on*> l»tli of the l nhtmr 
IVrii «u«lia]I>t» Bind lhe CottittHraifttl, 
laevitalily it create* the prnhlem luf 
both of them u*. tfl hoi* {lower ii to lie 
distributed between them. Ilf nee *wel» 
ijimrrel* ax Horner «cf*IM Lmvthor* 

The larger imiie*—for the lpYTi^LiI 
union movement—i* indienird hy the 
i^ue itliiii nf the T.U.G-** reInt ioli to the 
f' 1 nun mu ihl -etui I rolled Wo rid F tdc rntiufl 
,4 I'rode l.’nniu* whieh will probably 
Imce ennu Lip for Llisenssiim nn ?7th 
t ti l ulie r. Hut he hi nd nil lliese 

siigierfieia) one* Lind (wiiLhmirntnl one* 
alike, lie* the (}Uft«tinti that in never 
ashed 1 W by arc the Hit ions controlled 
h* political dniiijiitim* ul nlh Why ore 
ntillhm* of “iprjiOTVrrod" worken |Hi*hcd 
LirtnuiJ hy li jjn re tie ad* like lawther and 
Horner nt alii when itir e^iiLtcol of ihe- 
union* Hhouhl lie Wtlb tile men 1111 the 

iflbf 

Tn tlie ipiestion "WnO i* in emtrul 
the l.'niimi. Labour or GntlimuirittP 1 * 
*s t; unite s ii a £ ingl > aniweft Veit ficr. The 
worker* will unit cense In he pawn* 
in polftieal niJintCiiS'jflnJs when thee 
themselves, decide lhe oLctivilie* of tlieir 
indunlry witluud the inters-cut inn of l be 
rncrc-ninjjl) diclrttnrinl union leaden. 
























RAILMEN’S MISGIVINGS 


FREEDOM 


TT ts not often (hot a trade union 
^ p«pcp—on official organ of a union 
that is—will criticise the working* of 
nation all sal in ii« The unions have hud 
nutioitiiUsution ati their goal foe so long 
now that they cun hardly be expected to 
do or say anything critical of the 
system for which they have agitated 
mi ardently* For union officials have 
jobs to look after, and jobs to aspire 
to, and naticmnlisntioTi offers the best 
protection and provision for both. 

In view of tills, therefore, it was all 
the more surprising to discover that the 
Halfway Review, official organ of the 
N,U,R- t had featured on its frnht page 
an article severely critical of the work¬ 
ings of State ownership in the railways- 
Bui, of course, we must remember that 
supporters of nationalisation are particu¬ 
larly anxious to see it working success¬ 
fully—-that is obnoUH^mtd the editors 
of the Railway Kenav have very 
astutely seen chat it is in their interest 
to provide a safey-valve for the griev¬ 
ances and misgivings of the railway 
workers. Especially so if there is the 
possibility of the criticisms being noted 
in high places and acted upon—and in 
view of the respectable nature of the 
R.R. there is that chance- Not that we 
think any action taken in high places 
can iron out the faults of nationalisation, 
but it cun pretend to. 

The writer of the article is a railway 
worker, James Jury, and such remarks 
as these have been seized upon by the 
Tory press with glee: *Tt is no secret 
that the organisational structure of 
British Railways reveals many weak¬ 
nesses, and that there is 0 most un¬ 
comfortable atmosphere prevailing in 
the services,* 1 More interesting to us, 
however, is the specific ease he deals 
with in cartage, where instructions have 
been issued from above without any 
knowledge of what they entail for the 
workers who have to carry them out: 
,R The workers engaged in cartage are 
being badgered with instructions which 
radically alter existing methods of col¬ 
lection* Let us be quite clear on this 
point* We do not oppose any method 
which wifi give a more efficient service 
lo the public. But we do object tu 
instructions being issued at short notice, 
without giving any opportunity to show 
how ridiculous some of the new 
proposals are.** 

Now, we are not going to follow in 
Tory footsteps when we comment on 
this; our opposition to nationalisation 
springs from a diametrically opposite 
point of view. Ever since there have 
been bosses in offices giving orders to 
workers on the job, there have been 
examples of stupidity' and lack of under¬ 
standing of what is involved in the 
carrying out of work. One step away 
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UNION OF ANARCHIST GROUPS: 
CENTRAL LONDON 

Etfory Sunday at 7,30 p.m. 

At 8, Endslotgh Garden*. W.C*I* 

OCTOBER 31st John Turner 

"Syntham" 

NOVEMBER 7th John Ha^etson 

“World Polities and Food Supplies" 

NOVEMBER 14th Philip Sansom 

"Tha Stata" 

NOVEMBER 21st Alex Comfort 

“Con We Modify Human Conduct" 
NOVEMBER 28th F* A. Ridley 
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NORTH EAST LONDON 

NOVEMBER 2nd Alan Smith 

"The Piospect Before Us" 
Comrades interested should ring WAN 239* 


GLASGOW ANARCHIST GROUP 

Indoor Meetings. 

CENTRAL HALLS. Bath Street, 
every Sunday at 7 p.m*, 

Frank Leech, Willy Carlyle. John Gaffney. 
Eddie Shaw. 


BRISTOL 

Public Meeting 

Kingsley Hall. Old Market Street. 7p.m„ 
NOVEMBER 2nd 

Questions and Discussion 


BIRMINGHAM 

Discussion-Lectures are held on alternate 
Sundays in Dick Sheppard House. 3k, 
Holloway Head, at 7 p.m. 

NOV, 7th. Conroy Maddox 

"Myth and History" 

(Postponed from October 10th) 


LIVERPOOL 

Public Meeting at Coopers Hall, Shaw 
Street, 7.30 p.m., Sunday, November 14th 
end November 2Blh. Questions and 

Answers, 


from actual, direct contact with the 
work involved can revolt in a lessening 
of understanding and a growth of in¬ 
tolerant authority—'that is why foremen 
arc so unpopular! It is true that, for 
want of the organisation or the oppor¬ 
tunity, workers at the point of pro¬ 
duction can often not get 11 clear over¬ 
all picture of the industry in which they 
arc concerned—cannot see the wood for 
the trees in fact-—but it in equally true 
that the foremen, manager, supervisor 
or whatever he is called, from his 
position outside the wood as it were, 
cannot see bis way through the trees. 

CONTROL, NOT CONSULTATION, 
The solution docs not lie, however, 
an the unions desire, simply in putting 
union officials on management boards. 
Nor docs it lie, as James Jory suggests, 
in consti/tatroii with the workers on the 
spot. Both these measures will make 
a pretence of solving the problem, but 
in fact will only confuse it more. It 
must be clearly understood that, what¬ 
ever the superficial appearances, in e 
capitalist society industry' can only be 
run in a capitalist way. As such, there 
cannot be avoided a difference of in¬ 
terest between management and 
workers, since the profit motive still 


operates, and all attempts And pretences 
at "democratising** industry are just so 
much windosv-dresiiing which leaves the 
real relationship between managers and 
men, authority and the exploited, com¬ 
pletely unaltered- All that they can do 
is to give the worker* a say in their 
own exploitation! 

No, we say that the worker* on the spot 
should cohtrol. That in every station, 
yard or depot, workers* councils should 
be elected among the workers them¬ 
selves without taking any member away 
from Kb workplace permanently and 
without paying him any more than his 
wages at his job. These councils could 
co-ordinate throughout the industry and 
with similar councils from other indus¬ 
tries and communal councils represent¬ 
ing the consumers* Thus control over 
productions and distribution could be 
effected without centralised and auto¬ 
cratic control, nobody could be ex¬ 
ploited by anybody else, every improve¬ 
ment practical and desirable could be 
put info operation by the workers 
concerned and there would be no need 
for government, uninn bosses, money or 
railway police. 

Anarchy, did vou say? That's right! 

P.S, 


A Strike we don’t Support 


VOTE arc often accused of supporting 
any and every strike that takes 
place irrespective of whether it has 
any social significance or not* We are 
also often accused of supporting the 
workers whatever they do—simply 
because they are the workers. 

It is not true, as a matter of fact, 
that we do this. After all, it is the 
workers who make wars possible and 
who keep capitalism going—not, in 
either case, because they particularly 
want cither, but simply because they 
will not take the trouble to do anything 
about it. True* all the scales are 
weighed against the workers: the 
means of production are controlled by 
others., the means of expression are 
owned by others, tradition, education 
and authority make the workers be¬ 
lieve the system is permanent and 
unshakeably right* But working- 
class history shows dearly that if 
workers are determined enough, 
courageous enough and clear-thinking 
enough, they can achieve results be- 


Democracy or Anarchy? 


r T -, HERE is a story told about a Catholic 

A missionary who imagined he was 
making progress in teaching the Gospel 
to a cannibal tribe when they gave up 
eating human flesh on Fridays. At one 
time this might have been thought a 
humorous exaggeration, but the modem 
ideas of Democracy make one realise that 
it need not have been, 

Wc have seen in the modern world, 
since 1918, such a growth of totalitarian 
doctrines, whether fascist or communist, 
that the slightest alleviations of dictator¬ 
ship—no matter how outrageous it might 
have appeared to an earlier generation— 
arc hailed as great advances. At one time 
social reformers denounced the iniquities 
associated with all forms of power—to¬ 
day they hug themselves in the belief that 
this i$ a slight improvement on what 
happens elsewhere. 

We noticed in the Sunday Pictorial a 
paean of praise for British democracy be¬ 
cause of something which they said 
41 could only happen here". An elderly 
gentleman was shown leaving an aeroplane 
and being greeted by a R.A.F. guard of 
honour* The newspaper pointed out glee¬ 
fully that in any other country the leader 
of the Opposition would be met by an 
armed guard but only here could it have 
been a guard of honour—and in a short 
period he would be back attacking the 
King’s Ministers* 

This is an advance on the other 
practice of suppressing the Leader of the 
Opposition, just as desisting from human 
flesh on one day of the week may be 
claimed as a step forward } but it is only 
a very minor point unconcerned with the 
main issue. It is better to greet a 
pompous old gentleman with honour than 
to shut him up in the Tower, but to 
associate this with liberty could only 
occur to complete strangers to the idea of 
Freedom—such as abound in the news¬ 
paper world, whose sole criterion of free¬ 
dom of speech is permission to get as 
much paper as they can in order to pry 
into everybody's domestic affairs. For it 
does not occur to the journal concerned 
to have asked itself whether the R.A.F. 
guard of honour was doing the duty 
voluntarily or not. All sorts of comical 
people get into the Services and it may 
well have been that it was composed of 
ardent admirers of Mr. Churchill, but it 
is extremely unlikely that this was in* 
quired into when they were detailed for 
the parade. It may equally have been 
the case that many of them may have 
strongly disliked the idea and used the 
sort of language usually associated with 
turn-outs for V.LP/s, which goes far be¬ 
yond any of Mr* Bevan's descriptions of 
the Tories. 

Again, the other week an odd item 
crept into the News Chronicle (fl/10/48) 
which said* "Persecuted peoples all over 
the world will have made a mental note 
of the reactions yesterday of Arthur 
Fadden, Australian M.P* Button-holed 
by a couple of alleged Security Police who 


INHUMAN PLANNERS 

Planners by the score were busy re¬ 
planning New York into a marvel of cold 
perfection. But Lewis Mumford, an 
author, stopped them cold. He asked: 
“In all your planning how many hiding 
places for lovers have you planned, how 
many nooks and crannies where children 
may throw stones?*" Shamefacedly the 
planners replied: “None. We didn't think 
of that/* 

Daily Express } 13/10/48. 


wanted to ask him about the release of 
British Cabinet secrets, what did he do? 
Put up his fists , , . dial 999? No; he 
sent for the Press, and as soon ns the 
reporters arrived with their notebooks the 
Security Police faded away/* 

Yes, doululcss an improvement on 
accidental drops out of the window, but 
supposing it had not been the honourable 
Mr. Faddcn, M*P.? Supposing—for 
instance it had been some dishonourable 
^person writing in Freedom —not letting 
out any military secrets but uttering a 
few unpalatable statements at an incon¬ 
venient moment? Well, as was discovered 
in 1944, there would be no possibility of 
’phoning the Press because the person 
concerned would not be let near the 
telephone, which anyhow would be at 
such a period about as private as a special 
wire to MX5, and the Press would not 
be able to stop an Old Bailey sentence 
anyway* 

If wc are asked to judge Democracy as 
a creed which allows liberty not only to 
the Government Party, but also to the 
Opposition Party, as has been more or 
less stated in certain political speeches in 
which statesmen have said they believe in 
“our two-party system**—then we are 
prepared to agree with the definition, but 
we would point out it is not much of 
an advance on Dictatorship, which allows 
one party that liberty. It has nothing 
whatever in common with Freedom, 
which inevitably supposes the right of 
anyone to say anything they wished* But, 
to quote the famous words of the social- 
democratic statesman, Leon Blum, in 
1940, when he defended the French sup¬ 
pression of anti-war minorities to the 
British Labour Conference, Democracy 
is not the right to do as one wishes. 
‘‘That is not Democracy, that is 
Anarchy*” 

Under Democracy a party that is 
elected to power has no need whatever 


to consult the people who arc supposedly 

sovereign. Its representatives act accord¬ 
ing to their policy decided by themselves* 
The Government elected in 1935 on the 
basis of keeping us out of war with 
Italy, not only led us through the Second 
World War but modified its basis as to 
be completely unrecognisable to the 
original Government at the finish* The 
present Government, elected primarily on 
the basis of the necessity for social re¬ 
forms following years of Tory rule, may 
yet lead us through the Third World War 
with Russia, which was certainly never 
brought up in 1945* Indeed, there may 
to-day be a number of people in this 
country who want war, but they don’t all 
want it with the same country, and while 
some may want war with Russia, doubt¬ 
less an intensive survey would reveal that 
of this pro-war minority there arc a num¬ 
ber of other countries that might be 
accepted as an alternative* However, it 
does not really matter whether they want 
war with America, Russia, Spain, Trans¬ 
jordan, Poland, the Argentine, Germany, 
Egypt, Israel, China or Yugoslavia, to 
quote a few of the suggestions of the total 
militarists. Nobody will ask them any¬ 
way. That will be derided by Whitehall. 
The campaign of persuasion and building 
up of public opinion comes after* It is 
considered “academic” to suggest that 
they ask the people if they really want 
war. That is not Democracy, that is 
Anarchy. 

Anarcho- S vndica us t* 


Special Appeal 

6th LIST 

Octoher 8th—22nd: 

London: G.S. 2/6: Paislay: A.F. 2/-; 
London; A.M. 4/6: Stamford; F.P.H. 2/6: 
Withernsea; J.D* 5/-, Anlaby; D.R.* 5 6; 
Bristol: B. & E.S. £1/0/0: Bristol Group 5/-i 
Glasgow; A.McD. 2/6; Now York; N*E, 15/-; 
London: M,W. 1 1/6; Taunton: A.P, 3/B: 
Long Eaton: A. B.5. 2/ 6: Brtdgn orth: D.S.B* S/-; 
Hounslow: W.M.E* 5/-; London: A*LH. 5 At 
A non* 2/6; Glasgow: FJ.D. 10A: Glasgow; 
M*D.T. I A; London; H.M. 2/6; Johannes¬ 
burg; B.R. -/9; London; D.C.M. I A: 
Sid mouth: J*S, I/S; Phila, Pa.; Circolo di 
Emanciporiono Sedate (per O.M.J £3/15/0: 
S* Francisco: part proceeds picnic at Pleasan¬ 
ton (per O.M*] £12/10/0: London: P.W. 

5A; Birmingham: F.D* 5/-: W. Wickham; 
H A D* 1/6; Oanvar, Col*: R.B. £1/3/9; 
London: T.G. £2/0/0; London: (Lotus Fund 
cards) J.H* & LG.W, 9/-; J*E. IQ/-. 


Previously acknowledged 

SPECIAL APPEAL FUND 
TOTAL TO DATE 


£26 15 40 
£230 0 4 


£256 16 2 


yond the wildest dreams of the weak, 
timid ar muddle-headed* li . 

Nevertheless, we do admit that u c 
port the strike m principle. When 
workers go on strike they arc act in, 
directly and at the point of production fi, 
a manner whi£h means that they are taking 
the initiative themselves, or at least nr, 
not taking the boss's initiative lying down 
Anti even if the purpose—the immediate 
cause—of the sin fee bears no significant 
at all from the revolutionary point of view, 
still we arc glad to see that the hypno¬ 
tism worked by the ideas of legality aru 
constitutionalism is not quite so spell¬ 
binding as it seems. 

Another reason why we in Freedom 
appear to support every strike may be 
that wc have not the space to report on 
or discuss every strike which takes place 
and there fore are rather liable to write 
only about those which appear to us pur* 
ticutarly interesting and praiseworthy. But 
in the past we have criticised workers 
for striking for such reasons as their 
opposition to foreign workers coming into 
their industry'; strikes in support ol the 
colour bar, or l he closed shop have uho 
been criticised in Freedom. 

And now we have learned about a strike 
which we find nothing but laughable, 
"^Fifteen hundred Belfast dockers arc on 
strike at the moment of writing because 
they want to pay income tax on the Fay¬ 
as-you-Eam system! At the moment, 
they are paying under the old system bv 
which they pay a lump sum every six 
months. This, they claim, and quite 
rightly, is a hardship* Some of them 
have been before the courts for not pay¬ 
ing and a court order bus been made 
for them to pay weekly. But the local 
tax collectors will not accept payment on 
that basis—so the silly asses come out 
on strike to get their Income tax deducted 
from their wages before they get them 1 

Now it is true that if you are going 
to pay income tax it h better to pay it 
in small weekly doses instead of having 
to find an amount equal io several weeks' 
wages in one lump sum. But to put your¬ 
self out of work and suffer the financial 
stress of an unofficial strike in order i 
gain that very doubtful privilege is surely 
a very back-handed way of going to work, 

Look at it Like this; there is obviously 
enough solidarity and determination 
among these Belfast dockers to cam 
through successfully any action they 
derided upon—so why can they not sim¬ 
ply refuse to pay the tax collectively ; 
They could not all be sent to 
jail and in any case the courts are making 
orders for them to pay weekly and the 
tax officials arc then refusing to accept— 
so what better alibi could they have? 

A strike against paying income tax is 
something we could all approve of— 
something which would ring an immediate 
bdl of sympathy among workers every¬ 
where. But to strike in favour of 
P.A.Y.E*—-well, really l 


WHAT MAKES A MAN 
DIG HIS GARDEN ? 


GIFTS OF BOOKS 

Inverness: J.E.M.r Nottingham: K.N.; 
Enfield: D.H.: Glasgow: A.M.; Shanghai: 
L.P.K 

*After initials Indicates contributors to 
the 5A e month scheme proposed by a 
London reader* 


AT the recent British Association con- 
ference at Brighton, when “incentives** 
were being discussed, Nigel Balchin, the 
writer and psychologist, declared that: 

w Industrial psychologists must stop 
messing about with tricky and in¬ 
genious bonus schemes and find out 
why a man, after a hard day’s work, 
went home and enjoyed digging in his 
garden/* 

The News Chronicle headed its report 
“Why do you like digging? B.A. must 
find out, says writer." But is it such 
a mystery? If Mr. Balchin really doesn , t 
know the answer, he win find it in 
George Woodcock’s Anarchy or Chaos, 
where the identical illustration is used. 
A man enjoys going home and working 
hard in his garden, if he’s lucky enough 
to have one, because there be is freed 
from the petty tyranny of bosses, 
managers, foremen and is Ills own master; 
is freed from subordination to industrial 
or commercial processes and is respon¬ 
sible to himself alone for the disposal of 
his labour; is freed from the irrational 
organisation of his daily work and parti, 
cipates in the logic of nature; is working 
because he wants to and not because he 
has to. 

Tolstoy said that the rich man will do 
anything for the poor man except get off 
his back. In the same way, the pro¬ 
duction pundits and morale merchants 
will give the worker anything (or not 
quite anything) except control of the 
means of production. But only workers* 
control will reproduce in a wider field the 
feeling of satisfaction and enjoyment in 
his work which makes a man w r ant to 
dig his garden* The consultants, experts 
and specialists will, as Mr* Balchin says. 


think up all sorts of “tricky and in¬ 
genious bonus schemes", they will prattle 
about joint consultation, co-partnerships 
and industrial democracy, but they will 
never voluntarily let go the reins of in¬ 
dustry. Why should they? They’d be 
out of work themselves if they did! 

The only people who can solve the 
problem of industry, who can make work 
enjoyable, are the workers themselves. 
While they are content to be, as Eric Gill 
said, ‘"reduced to a sub-human condition 
of intellectual irresponsibility,” they 
needn't expect to get any fun out of 
their working lives, nor need they expect 
production to be harnessed to the real 
needs of the people instead of to export 
drives and re-arena meat programmes- 
While they are willing to be the pawns 
of an obsolete, inefficient and inhuman 
factory system, they needn't expect tbc 
factory system to alter. 
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